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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,16, 28, and 42 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

With respect to applicant's arguments that the rejection of claims 42-54 and 56 are 
statutory, the examiner respectfully disagrees. While applicant notes an embodiment in 
which the claims are statutory in at least while resident within a given machine prior to 
transmission, the scope of the claims do not negate that a remote computer is simply 
downloading/processing an electromagnetic signal. Therefore, the scope of the 'computer 
readable medium', in light of the specification, includes the downloaded or electromagnetic 
signal. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent tfierefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

3. Claims 42-54 and 56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claim 42 sets forth a "computer readable medium . . 
including instructions to manipulate a processor". 

The instant application discloses that a 'computer readable medium' may be a signal (lA: 
Page 18, Line 25 - Page 19, Line 6). Specifically, the specification states that "the 
transmitted signal could be a signal . . . propagated through an air medium . . . such a signal 
may be a composite signal comprising a carrier signal, and contained within the carrier signal 
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is the desired information containing at least one computer program instruction implementing 
the invention . . . one skilled in the art would appreciate that the , . . transfer of the sets of 
instructions . . . changes the medium upon which it is stored ... so that the medium carries 
computer readable information ". Therefore, the scope of a 'computer readable medium 
including instructions to manipulate a processor' includes an electromagnetic signal. A 
claim reciting a signal encoded with functional descriptive material falls within any of the 
categories of patentable subject matter set forth in § 101. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C, 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language, 

5. Claims 16-21 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Begeja 
et al. (US Pub No. 2003/0163815 Al). 

Claim 16 is rejected wherein the Begeja et al. reference discloses a "method" as claimed. 
In particular, the 'method' involves "locating a keyword within a set of text representative of 
stored video content, the stored video content stored at a server" [205] (Para. [0046]), 
"selecting a first portion of the stored video content based on the location of the keyword 
with the set of text" (Para. [0049]) and "providing content associated with the first portion of 
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the stored video content to a remote device based on a set of user-specific parameters" or 
designated keywords (Para. [0048] and [0062] - [0068]). 

Claim 17 is rejected wherein the "set of text is representative of a closed captioning 
content of the stored video content" (Para. [0043]). 

Claim 18 is rejected wherein the "keyword includes one of: a single word, a plurality of 
words, and a phrase" (Figure 4; Para. [0064]). 

Claim 19 is rejected wherein the method further comprises "obtaining the keyword" 
(Figure 4; Para. [0062] and [0064]). 

Claim 20 is rejected wherein the "keyword is specified by a user" (Figure 4; Para. [0063] 
and [0064]). 

Claim 21 is rejected wherein the "user specifies the keyword using a website" (Para. 
[0072]). 

Claim 27 is rejected wherein the "remote device includes one of: an alphanumeric pager, 
a two-way pager, a wireless telephone, and a hand-held computing device" (Para. [0057]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 22-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Begeja et 
al. (US Pub No. 2003/0163815 Al) in view of Boies et al. (US Pub No. 2002/019401 1 Al). 
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In consideration of claim 22, the Begeja et al. reference discloses a "method" as claimed. 
In particular, the 'method' involves "locating a keyword within a set of text representative of 
stored video content, the stored video content stored at a server" [205] (Para. [0046]), 
"selecting a first portion of the stored video content based on the location of the keyword 
with the set of text" (Para. [0049]) and "providing content associated with the first portion of 
the stored video content to a remote device" (Para. [0048] and [0062] - [0068]). While the 
reference discloses that 'the content should be provided as a text transcript' (Figure 5; Para. 
[0090]), the reference is unclear that it is necessarily provided 'based on a set of user-specific 
parameters . . . includ[ing] a parameter indicating that the content should be provided as a 
text transcript'. In an analogous art pertaining to the processing of television content, the 
Boies et al. reference discloses 'providing content ... to [a] remote device based on a set of 
user-specific parameters , . . includ[ing] a parameter indicating that the content should be 
provided as a text transcript" (Para. [0036]). According, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Begeja et al. so 
as to "providing content associated with a first portion of the stored video content to the 
remote device based on a set of user-specific parameters wherein the set of user specific 
parameters includes a parameter indicating that the content should be provided as a text 
transcript" for the purpose of providing a automatic way to provide information content in a 
format that is comprehensible by the individual receiving it (Boies et al.: Para. [0008]). 

In consideration of claim 23, the Begeja et al. reference discloses a "method" as claimed. 
In particular, the 'method' involves "locating a keyword within a set of text representative of 
stored video content, the stored video content stored at a server" [205] (Para. [0046]), 
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"selecting a first portion of the stored video content based on the location of the keyword 
with the set of text" (Para. [0049]) and "providing content associated with the first portion of 
the stored video content to a remote device" (Para. [0048] and [0062] - [0068]). While the 
reference discloses that 'the content should be provided as a still image representative of the 
first portion of the stored video content" (Figure 5; Para. [0090]), the reference is unclear that 
it is necessarily provided 'based on a set of user-specific parameters . . . includ[ing] a 
parameter indicating that the content should be provided as a still image representative of the 
first portion of the stored video content'. In an analogous art pertaining to the processing of 
television content, the Boies et al. reference discloses 'providing content ... to [a] remote 
device based on a set of user-specific parameters . . . includ[ing] a parameter indicating that 
the content should be provided as a still image" or graphic (Para. [0036]). According, it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Begeja et al. so as to "providing content associated with a first portion of the 
stored video content to the remote device based on a set of user-specific parameters wherein 
the set of user specific parameters includes a parameter indicating that the content should be 
provided as a still image representative of the first portion of the stored video content" for the 
purpose of providing a automatic way to provide information content in a format that is 
comprehensible by the individual receiving it (Boies et al.: Para. [0008]). 

In consideration of claim 23, the Begeja et al. reference discloses a "method" as claimed. 
In particular, the 'method' involves "locating a keyword within a set of text representative of 
stored video content, the stored video content stored at a server" [205] (Para. [0046]), 
"selecting a first portion of the stored video content based on the location of the keyword 
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with the set of text" (Para. [0049]) and "providing content associated with the first portion of 
the stored video content to a remote device" (Para. [0048] and [0062] - [0068]). While the 
reference discloses that 'the content should be provided as an audio clip representative of the 
first portion of the stored video content" (Figure 5; Para. [0090]), the reference is unclear that 
it is necessarily provided 'based on a set of user-specific parameters ... includ[ing] a 
parameter inclicatingthat the content should be provided as an audio clip representative of the 
first portion of the stored video content'. In an analogous art pertaining to the processing of 
television content, the Boies et al. reference discloses 'providing content ... to [a] remote 
device based on a set of user-specific parameters , , . includ[ing] a parameter indicating that 
the content should be provided as an audio clip" or graphic (Para. [0036]). According, it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Begeja et al. so as to "providing content associated with a first portion of the 
stored video content to the remote device based on a set of user-specific parameters wherein 
the set of user specific parameters includes a parameter indicating that the content should be 
provided as an audio clip representative of the first portion of the stored video content" for 
the purpose of providing a automatic way to provide information content in a format that is 
comprehensible by the individual receiving it (Boies et al.: Para. [0008]). 

In consideration of claim 25, the Begeja et al. reference discloses a "method" as claimed. 
In particular, the 'method' involves "locating a keyword within a set of text representative of 
stored video content, the stored video content stored at a server" [205] (Para. [0046]), 
"selecting a first portion of the stored video content based on the location of the keyword 
with the set of text" (Para. [0049]) and "providing content associated with the first portion of 
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the stored video content to a remote device" (Para. [0048] and [0062] - [0068]). While the 
reference discloses that 'the content should be provided as a video clip representative of the 
first portion of the stored video content" (Figure 5; Para. [0090]), the reference is unclear that 
it is necessarily provided 'based on a set of user-specific parameters . . . includ[ing] a 
parameter indicating that the content should be provided as a video clip representative of the 
first portion of the stored video content'. In an analogous art pertaining to the processing of 
television content, the Boies et al. reference discloses 'providing content ... to [a] remote 
device based on a set of user-specific parameters . . . includ[ing] a parameter indicating that 
the content should be provided as a video clip" or graphic (Para. [0036]). According, it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Begeja et al. so as to "providing content associated with a first portion of the 
stored video content to the remote device based on a set of user-specific parameters wherein 
the set of user specific parameters includes a parameter indicating that the content should be 
provided as a video clip representative of the first portion of the stored video content" for the 
purpose of providing a automatic way to provide information content in a format that is 
comprehensible by the individual receiving it (Boies et al.: Para. [0008]). 
8. Claims 1-13, 15, 28-39, 41, 41-54 and 56-59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Begeja et al. (US Pub No. 2003/0163815 Al) in view of Tracton et al. (US 
Pat No. 6,470,378 Bl). 

Claim 1 is rejected wherein the Begeja et al. reference discloses a "method" as claimed. 
In particular, the 'method' involves "accessing stored video content stored at a server" [205] 
(Para. [0046]), "identifying a first portion of the stored video content based on the closed 
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captioning content and based on a bandwidth capability" (Para. [0049] and [0090]) and 
"providing content associated with the first portion of the stored video content to a remote 
device" (Para. [0048] and [0062] - [0068]). 

While Begeja et al. teaches 'identifying a first portion of the stored video content . . , 
based on a bandwidth capability' (i.e. identifying particular frames, text, etc.), the reference 
is unclear with respect to the identification being based on a "bandwidth capability of a 
remote device " per se. In an analogous art related to the processing of television content, the 
Tracton et al. reference discloses determining a "bandwidth capability of a remote device" 
(Col 5, Lines 47-65) whereupon the system converts the data into a 'suitable format' based 
upon the client capabilities (Col 7, Lines 35-51). Accordingly, it would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Begeja et al. 
to "identifying a first portion of the stored video content based on the closed captioning 
content and based on a bandwidth capability of a remote device" for the purpose of providing 
a means to tailor the output of a remote server to tailor is output so as to meet the capabilities 
of each incoming client (Tracton et al.: Col 3, Lines 1-6). 

Claim 28 is rejected wherein Figure 2 illustrates a "system" as claimed. The system 
comprises a "closed captioning decoder to decode a closed captioning content of stored video 
content to generate a set of text representative of closed captioning contenf ' [205], a "content 
server to select a first portion of the stored video content based on an analysis of said texf 
[225] and a "transmitter to transmit content associated with said first portion of the stored 
video content to the remote device" [220] (Para. [0048] and [0062] - [0068]). 
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While Begeja et al. teaches 'selecting a first portion of the stored video content . . . based 
on a bandwidth capability' (i.e. identifying particular frames, text, etc.), the reference is 
unclear with respect to the identification being based on a "bandwidth capability of a remote 
device " per se. In an analogous art related to the processing of television content, the 
Tracton et al. reference discloses determining a "bandwidth capability of a remote device" 
(Col 5, Lines 47-65) whereupon the system converts the data into a 'suitable format' based 
upon the client capabilities (Col 7, Lines 35-51). Accordingly, it would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Begeja et al. 
"content server" [225] to "select a first portion of the stored video content based on an 
analysis of said text and based on a bandwidth capability of a remote device" for the purpose 
of providing a means to tailor the output of a remote server to tailor is output so as to meet 
the capabilities of each incoming client (Tracton et al.: Col 3, Lines 1-6). 

Claim 42 is rejected as described in the rejection of claim 1 which is performed using a 
"computer readable medium . . . including instructions to manipulate a processor" in 
association with the implementation of the sofhvare architecture illustrated in Figure 2 of 
Begeja et al. 

Claims 2, 29, and 43 is rejected wherein the "identifying a first portion includes: . 
searching the closed captioning content for a keyword; and selecting the first portion of the 
. stored video content based on a location of the keyword within the closed captioning text" 
such that the "analysis of said set of text includes locating a keyword within said set of text" 
(Begeja et al: Para. [0049]). 
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Claims 3, 30, and 44 are rejected wherein the "keyword is indicated by a user" (Begeja et 
al: Figure 4; Para. [0064]). 

Claims 4, 3 1, and 45 are rejected wherein the "keyword includes one of: a single word, a 
plurality of words, and a phrase" (Begeja et al: Figure 4; Para. [0064]). 

Claims 5, 32, and 46 are rejected wherein the "identifying a first portion includes: 
obtaining a set of parameters [including the bandwidth capability]; and selecting the first 
portion of the stored video content based on the set of parameters" such that the "analysis of 
said set of text includes selecting said first portion of the stored video content based on a set 
of parameters" (Tracton et al: Col 5, Lines 47-65; Begeja et al: Para. [0049] and [0062] - 
[0064]). 

Claims 6 and 47 are rejected wherein the "set of parameters includes at least one 
keyword" [410] (Begeja et al: Figure 4; Para. [0062] and [0064]). 

Claims 7, 33, and 48 are rejected wherein the "set of parameters include parameters 
specifying a specific time period on a specific channel" (Begeja et al: Para. [0062], [0063], 
[0073], and [0084]). 

Claims 8, 34, and 49 are rejected wherein the "set of parameters is specified by a user" 
(Begeja et al: Para. [0063] and [0064]). 

Claims 9, 35, and 50 are rejected wherein the "set of parameters is specified by the user 
through a website" (Begeja et al: Para. [0072]). 

Claims 10, 36, and 51 are rejected wherein the "content associated with the first portion 
includes a text transcript based on the closed captioning content" (Figure 5; Para. [0090]). 
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Claims 1 1, 37, and 52 are rejected wherein the "content associated with the first portion 
includes a still image representative of the first portion of the stored video content" (Begeja 
etal: Figure 5; Para. [0090]). 

Claims 12, 38, and 53 are rejected wherein the "content associated with the first portion 
includes an audio clip representative of the first portion of the stored video content" (Begeja 
etal: Figure 5; Para. [0090]). 

Claims 13, 39, and 54 are rejected wherein the "content associated with the first portion 
includes an video clip representative of the first portion of the stored video content" (Begeja 
et al: Figure 5; Para. [0090]). ' 

Claims 15, 41 and 56 are rejected wherein the "remote device includes one of: an 
alphanumeric pager, a two-way pager, a wireless telephone, and a hand-held computing 
device" (Begeja et al: Para. [0057]). 

Claim 57 is rejected wherein "providing content associated with the first portion of the 
stored video content comprises providing content in a format . . . based on a device type of 
the remote device" (Tracton et al.: Col 5, Lines 46-57; Col 7, Line 63 - Col 8, Line 28). 

Claim 58 is rejected wherein "providing content associated with the first portion of the 
stored video content comprises providing content in a format . . . based on a set of user- 
specific parameters" namely those parameters specific to the user's particular remote device 
(Tracton et al.: Col 5, Line 35 - Col 8, Line 5). 

In consideration of claim 59, as aforementioned, while Begeja et al. teaches 'selecting a 
first portion of the stored video content . . .based on a bandwidth capability' (i.e. identifying 
particular frames, text, etc.), the reference is unclear with respect to the identification being 
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based on a "bandwidth capability of a remote device '' per se. In an analogous art related to 
the processing of television content, the Tracton et al. reference discloses determining a 
"bandwidth capability of a remote device" (Col 5, Lines 47-65) whereupon the system 
converts the data into a 'suitable format' based upon the client capabilities (Col 7, Lines 35- 
51). Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Begeja et al. such that "selecting a first portion of the 
stored video content comprises selecting the first portion of the stored content based on a 
bandwidth capability of a remote device" for the purpose of providing a means to tailor the 
output of a remote server to tailor is output so as to meet the capabilities of each incoming 
. client (Tracton et al.: Col 3, Lines 1-6). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR M 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until 
after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory 
period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 
37 CFR LI 36(a) will be calculated firom the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Scott Beliveau whose telephone number is 571-272-7343. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:30 a.m. - 6:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John W. Miller can be reached on 571-272-7353. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access 
to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EEC) at 866-217-9197 
(toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 
571-272-1000. 

Scott Beliveau 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2623 

SEB 

July 2, 2007 




